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Kemalists; (2) i£,-it had been, war could not have secured
the freedom; (3) the expression "the freedom of the
Straits" has no fixed meaning; (4) at the time of the
September 16 manifesto the only possible way of securing
the freedom of the Straits (whatever view of G-reat Brit-
ain's interests be held) was by agreement with Turkey.
On September 19, French Premier Poincare announced
that France was unwilling to join Great Britain in a
display of military force and advised the British to
withdraw from Chanaq, the strategic point on the Darda-
nelles. The British forces refused to withdraw and held
the ground alone against the Kemalist troops, flushed
with victory. This single-handed action of the British
evoked universal admiration and on the part of no one
more than the Turks)
I The display of French weakness, after three years of
inactive duty on the Straits, seriously interfered with
the prestige of France which had been previously en-
hanced greatly by Mr. Lloyd George's pro-Greek speech
of August 4, 1922 (Select Document 32). M. Franklin-
Bouillon, the ranking member of the French Senate com-
mittee on foreign affairs, was sent as special Allied
emissary to deal with the victorious leaders. Due to
the advance of the Turkish forces, the situation along the
Straits was very delicate. Ismet Pasha, the Turkish
Chief of Staff and General Harington, the Commander
in Chief of the Allied forces, conducted their negotiations
along the best lines of diplomacy. The restraint mani-
fested was a credit to both parties. General Maurice has
referred to an "amazing blunder" which "almost
plunged us into war," when on the morning of Septem-
ber 30, the officially inspired British wireless press pub-
lished a statement that "Last night a very grave view of
the situation was taken in official circles and it was de-
cided to send through to General Harington to make a
peremptory demand for the withdrawal of Turkish troops

